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REMARKS 

This amendment responds to the Office Action mailed May 5, 2005. Claims 1-31 
were originally in this application, but claims 1, 3 and 17 have been cancelled. Claims 2, 4- 
16 and 18-31 remain pending herein. Claims 2, 446 and 18-27 have been amended as 
discussed below. 

DRAWINGS SATISFY 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a) 

The Examiner objected to the drawings under 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a) as failing to include 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Specifically, the Examiner noted the 
optical probes are not set forth in any drawing. The Applicant has amended the drawings in 
accordance with the specification to show the optical probes in FIG 3. A Request for 
Approval of Proposed Drawing Changes is filed herewith for the examiner's approval, 
including a clean replacement FIG. 3 and a marked-up version showing the changes made. 

In addition, the Examiner objected to FIGs 4 and 5 based on the order of the steps. 
The Applicant has amended the drawings in accordance with the Examiner's remarks. Clean 
replacement sheets for FIGs 4 and 5 are included in the enclosed Request for Approval To 
Make Drawing Changes, as well as marked-up sheets showing the changes made in red. 
These amendments have necessitated amendments to the specification to conform the 
numbering and order of the steps to the revised FIGs 4 and 5. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the objection to the drawings is respectfiiUy requested. 



SPECIFICATION AMENDMENTS 

The Examiner suggested a new title. The Applicant has amended the title as 
suggested. The Examiner objected to the disclosure. The Applicant has amended the 
disclosure in accordance with the Examiner's remarks. Reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the objection to the disclosure is respectfiiUy requested. 
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CLAIMS REJECTIONS ARE MOOT 

The Examiner rejected all of the claims, except claims 4 and 20, under various 
combinations of references. While the Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's 
characterization of the prior art references vis-a-vis the claims at issue, to expedite issuance 
of a patent the Applicant has placed claims 4 and 20 (which the Examiner found to be 
allowable) in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. All of remaining claims (except claims 27-3 1) have been amended to 
depend from now independent claims 4 and 20. Claims 1, 3 and 17 have been cancelled. 
Claim 27 has been amended to include the allowable features of claims 4 and 20. Therefore 
claim 27 and claims 28-3 1 , which depend from claim 27, should now be allowable. As such, 
the claim rejections are now moot. Reconsideration and withdrawal of all of the claim 
rejections is therefore respectfully requested. 

CONCLUSION 

The Applicants respectfully submit this application is in condition for allowance and 
request issuance of a Notice of Allowance. 

In the event the prosecution of this application can be efficiently advanced by a phone 
discussion, it is requested that the undersigned attorney be called at (703) 435-9390. 

FEES 

If additional amounts are due following the amendments made to the claims above, or for 
any other reason, it is respectfully requested that the PTO charge any deficiency or credit any 
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ovetpayment to the deposit account of Mayer Fortkort & Williams PC, Dqposit Account, #50- 
1047. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Michael P. Fortkort Reg. No. 35,141 

Mayer Fortkort & Williams PC 
•251 North Avenue West, 2"^ Floor 
Wcstficid, New Jersey 07090 



Pluu3C direct telephone Calls Uji 
Michael P. Fodkort 
703-435-9390 (direct) 
703-435-8857 (facsimile) 




Date: August 3. 2005 
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